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Response to Amendments 

1. This action is in response to the amendment filed on June 07, 2007. 
Claims 1, and 7 have been amended. Claims 1-35 are pending examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Walker et al, US Patent No. (5,794,207). 

Walker et al show a witness system 200 to assist a buyer and a seller 
after at least one sale operation has been agreed upon (see col. 23 lines 12-18, 
where the status of counter offer is changed to complete between seller and 
buyer, i.e. at least one operation has been agreed upon), that receives purchase 
offers 100 from buyers, transmits the offers to sellers, receives seller responses 
110 and transmits purchase confirmation 120 to the buyer and the seller, see col. 
20, lines 2-4. The witness system confirms that the documents are accurate in 
col. 19, lines 32-40 and col. 18, lines 8-14. The witness system authenticates 
both the buyer and the seller; see col. 24, lines 31-46 and col. 26, lines 47-50. 
The witness system 200 has databases 265, 270 and 275 that keep track of all 
the transactions. The witness system includes a bonding agency 170 that issues 
a bonding certificate that verifies the ability of the buyer to pay and the ability of 
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the seller to deliver the goods, see col. 27, line 19 to col. 30, line 29. Payment 
transfer means are disclosed in col. 21, lines 45-61. Payment by checks is 
disclosed in col. 20, line 53. Col. 19, lines 54-60 disclose that the seller can 
transmit the CPO directly to the buyer and then the buyer submits the CPO to the 
central controller for verification and authentication. Also, the counteroffer 
procedure disclosed in col. 9, lines 44-51, col. 13, lines 30-35 and col. 22, line 39 
to col. 23, line 18 is another situation in which the buyer receives offers from a 
seller and submits them to the central controller. 

Walker et al. also teach a witness system including a first computing 
means 400 for making document data and a second computing means 300 for 
confirming the document data and a third computing means 200 for storing in 
memory the confirmed document data. DES encryption is disclosed in col. 24, 
line 28. 

While Walker et al. teach all the features of the claimed invention, Walker 
et al. fail to teach the limitation, "confirmation document making means for 
making a confirmation document by a buyer (see col. 23 lines 15-18, the 
purchase confirmation is transmitted to the seller and to the buyer i.e. buyer 
confirms document) for each one of a plurality of seller records (see col. 22 lines 
49-51, CPO directed to a plurality of buyers)". On the other hand, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
adapt the system of Walker et al. to include a plurality of seller records in order to 
easily accommodate multiple matter's of design choice of potential transactions 
between a buyer and a seller. The limitation of each confirmation/notarization 
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document or payment object "indicating a selected sale and corresponding sales 
data of at least one item among the plurality of seller records", is also made 
obvious by Walker et al. (See for example, Col. 23, lines 6-14) where the buyer 
decides to bind the counteroffer (i.e., indicate a selected sale of an item) from the 
seller and transmits the response to the central controller. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include sales data in the confirmation, 
in order to ensure that all the necessary information and terms of the agreement 
are present to avoid any misunderstandings. 
Furthermore: 

Walker teaches wherein the witness system responds to any subsequent 
inquiry of the buyer or the seller relative to the selected sale using the store 
confirmation (see at least col. 19 lines 65-col.20 line 5, wherein the central 
controller communicates to the buyer and seller a purchase confirmation after the 
conditional offer is agreed upon or bounded into a legal contract between the 
buyer and the seller, see also col. 20 lines 43-48, wherein after the purchase 
agreement is sent, if there happens to be a dispute with regards to the goods the 
buyer contacts the arbiter by using the central controller to dispute the resolution 
i.e. witness system (central controller in this case) responds to subsequent 
inquiry of the buyer or seller relative to purchase confirmation between the buyer 
and seller using the stored documents in the central controller). 

Re claim 10: It is well known in business to double check statement 
information with other information , to ensure that there are no mistakes, (see 
col. 18 lines 9-14, where the CPO is being reviewed or clarified by the buyer for 



Application/Control Number: 09/184,587 Pag 
Art Unit: 3627 

unclear terms or conditions i.e. double check statement information with other 
information, to ensure that there are no mistakes, also see col. 19 lines 30-45, 
wherein the central controller verifies the identity of the seller and verifies for 
example if the seller is an airline, i.e. the central controller double checks if the 
conditions of the buyer are met by the seller). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Walker et al. to have the seller check detailed payment statements against 
documents stored in memory, to ensure accuracy of the information. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments filed 11/02/2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. In Particular applicant argues that, A) Walker does not 
teach a witness system to assist a buyer and a seller after at least one sale 
operation has been agreed upon when an offer and acceptance have occurred; 
B); Applicant argues that there is no suggestion or motivation to combine; C) 
Applicant challenges Official Notice and requests a reference. 

In response to A), Examiner respectively disagrees. Applicant is reminded 
that claims must be given their broadest reasonable interpretation. Walker 
teaches a central controller (witness system) which communicates to the buyer 
and the seller a purchase confirmation after the conditional offer is agreed upon 
or bounded into a legal contract between the buyer and the seller, see at least 
col. 19 lines 65-col.20 line 5. Therefore Walker still meets the scope of the 
limitation as currently claimed. 
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In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce 
the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to 
do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 
(Fed. Cir. 1992). 

In this case, While Walker et al. teach all the features of the claimed 
invention, Walker et al. fail to teach the limitation, "confirmation document making 
means for making a confirmation document by a buyer (see col. 23 lines 15-18, 
the purchase confirmation is transmitted to the seller and to the buyer i.e. buyer 
confirms document) for each one of a plurality of seller records (see col. 22 lines 
49-51, CPO directed to a plurality of buyers)". On the other hand, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
adapt the system of Walker et al. to include a plurality of seller records in order to 
easily accommodate multiple matter's of design choice of potential transactions 
between a buyer and a seller. The limitation of each confirmation/notarization 
document or payment object "indicating a selected sale and corresponding sales 
data of at least one item among the plurality of seller records", is also made 
obvious by Walker et al. (See for example, Col. 23, lines 6-14) where the buyer 
decides to bind the counteroffer (i.e., indicate a selected sale of an item) from the 
seller and transmits the response to the central controller. It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include sales data in the confirmation, 
in order to ensure that all the necessary information and terms of the agreement 
are present to avoid any misunderstandings. Therefore in view of the evidence 
above, Walker in view of the obviousness still meets the scope of the limitation 
as currently claimed. 

In response to C) see claim 10. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Mussa A. Shaawat whose telephone number 
is 571-272-2945. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8am- 
5:30pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Florian Zeender can be reached on 571-272-6790. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 09/184,587 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 3627 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Mussa Shaawat 
Patent Examiner 
July 9, 2007 
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